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APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF UNDER 37 CFR 1.193 (b) 

This Reply Brief is being filed in response to the new points of argument raised in the 

Examiner's Answer mailed February 28, 2006. Appellant responds to these new points of 

argument, as follows: 

I. THE REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1-18 AS BEING 
ANTICIPATED BY GARFINKLE IS IN ERROR. 

Simply put, Garfinkle does not teach each and every limitation of claim 1, in 

combination. Thus, the rejection of the claims as anticipated by Garfinkle is in error. 

On page 3 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner characterized Garfinkle as follows: 

In regards to claim 1, Garfinkle discloses a network commerce system 
comprising: 

an orderer terminal for interaction with an orderer ordering an item or 
service (FIG. l,Item 8); 
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a plurality of producing/processing terminals each for interaction with 
a producer/processor (FIG. 1, item 12), ... 

wherein said orderer terminal and said producing/processing terminal 
are interconnected via said network (FIG. 1). 

The Examiner is in error. There is no teaching or suggestion in Garfinkle that items 8 
and 12 of FIG. 1 are interconnected via said network. Item 8 is a photographer that delivers 
exposed photographic film to a developer, item 12. This delivery is not performed via a 
network. Further, the developer, item 12, delivers prints or the like to the scanning center 14, 
another non-network connection. Thus, the photographer 8 and the developer 12 are not 
interconnected via said network as required by Appellant's claims. 

On page 3 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner characterizes Garfinkle as 
teaching: 

Interfaces A, B, and C, see also, col 10 lines 28-40 where it is distinctly 
taught that interface B receives an order from an orderer (photographer 8) 
and the order is transmitted to a producing/processing terminal (fulfillment 
center 20) via a network interconnected as shown in FIG 1 . 

Yet it is clear from FIG 1 , interface B and the producing/processing terminal (fulfillment center 

20) are not directly linked. Literally observing the figure, fulfillment center 20 is indirectly 

linked to interface B via the photographer 8 and interface C. The specification does not teach 

the producing/processing terminal (fulfillment center 20) and the photographer 8 are directly 

linked by a network. Therefore, if there is an order transmitted from interface B to the 

producing/processing terminal, as taught by the claimed invention, the signal would need to be 

transmitted by interface C. 
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Actually, what Garfinkle teaches is "the image server 16 also provides an HTML-based 
administrative interface C which is accessible by the developer 12, the scanning center 14, the 
fulfillment center 20, and other appropriate parties." Thus, in Garfinkle, interface C does not 
"transmit", as argued in the Examiner's Answer. Interface C is a passive architectural element 
that provides parties with access to the image server 16. Further, the specification does not 
explicitly teach any means of transmitting an order over a network to the fulfillment center 20. 
Similarly, "a transmitter" cited at the top of page 4 of the Examiner's Answer is not taught by 
Garfinkle. 

On page 4 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner characterizes Garfinkle as teaching 
"said headquarters terminal selectively determining said producing/processing terminal." 
Garfinkle does not teach or suggest that the headquarters terminal "selectively determines" said 
producing/processing terminal. Garfinkle mentions in a preferred embodiment that the 
photographer 8 chooses the fulfillment center 20. However, Garfinkle fails to teach or suggest 
any rule by which a headquarters terminal would process a "selective determination" of 
fulfillment centers 20. 

Pages 4-7 of the answer discuss the dependent claims. Appellant's Appeal Brief limits 
the arguments to the limitations of claim 1 , which are depended upon and/or consistent with the 
limitations of claims 2-18. Thus, no discussion is necessary, the patentability of claims 2-18 
being linked to the patentability of claim 1. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner's Rejection of 
the subject Application be reversed in all respects. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Norman P. Soloway 
Attorney for Appellant 
Reg. No. 24,315 
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